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DETAILED ACTION 

This application has been examined. Claims 1,4-8,11-18 are pending. Claims 2- 
3, 9-10 are cancelled. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
09/1 0/2007 has been entered. 



Priority 

This application claims benefits of priority from Foreign Application (Japan) 
P2000-349470 filed November 16, 2000. 



The effective date of the claims described in this application is November 16, 

2000. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1 ,4-8,1 1-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Ashby et al. (EP 0943895) in view of Tagi (US Patent 6473790) further in view of 

Carroll (US Patent 6421610) further in view of Mikuni (US Patent 5543788). 

Ashby disclosed (re. Claim 1) a plurality of data files structured individually by 
dividing distributed data (Ashby Paragraph 53) , wherein each of the data files is 
classified by type of each data file and is further classified by function (Ashby-Paragraph 
74-75) of each data file, and data distribution means for selecting, from among the 
plurality of data files, only data files that are necessary to constitute the distributed data . 
(Paragraph 55) combining the selected data files into distributed data, (Ashby- 
Paragraph 71 , 'data in each parcel are logically and/or physically grouped together") and 
distributing the distributed data. 

Ashby disclosed (re. Claim 1 ) a plurality of data files that respectively relate to 
functions (Ashby - Figure 5, Paragraph 53, 'each separate subset is tailored specifically 
for use by one of the functions') 
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However Ashby did not explicitly disclose the term distribution server and 
wherein the plurality of data files do not overlap with each other 

Tagi disclosed a distribution server (Tagi-Column 1 Lines 6-9, Column 2 Lines 57 
thru Column 3 Lines 63). 



Ashby and Tagi are analogous art because they present concepts and practices 
regarding the distribution of data to mobile terminal apparatus. At the time of the 
invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to combine 
Tagi into Ashby. The motivation for said combination would have been to help the user 
for navigating an unfamiliar building or territory. (Tagi-Column 1 Lines 24-31 ) 

Carroll disclosed generating a nearly seamless mosaiced image covering the 
entire area of interest, such that the plurality of data files do not overlap with each other . 
There is neither overlap from one cell to an adjacent cell, nor is there any portion of the 
entire geospatial image which is omitted when adjacent cells are viewed together. 
(Carroll-Column 5 Lines 20-25) 

Ashby,Tagi, and Carroll are analogous art because they present concepts and 
practices regarding the distribution of data to mobile terminal apparatus. At the time of 
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the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to 
combine Carroll into Ashby-Tagi. The motivation for said combination would have been 
to provide seamless transition from one sector to another. (Carroll- Column 3 Lines 35- 
40) 

Ashby-Tagi-Carroll disclosed retrieving and displaying layers of the geographic 
database, where layers are suppressed or added on the display according to the 
navigation function selected (Ashby-Paragraph 57-58). Ashby-Tagi-Carroll disclosed 
where the user is able to input information into the navigation system (Ashby-Paragraph 
42) and wherein the user has options on what information is displayed on the system 
(Ashby-Paragraph 56). Furthermore Carroll disclosed selecting particular portions/layers 
of a geographic imagery (Carroll-Column 3 Lines 15-25). 

However, Ashby-Tagi-Carroll does not explicitly disclose (re. Claim 1 ) wherein 
the data distribution means responds to a formation condition set at a terminal to 
receive data distribution from said data distribution server and selects data files fitted for 
the formation condition from among the plurality of data files. 

Furthermore Ashby-Tagi-Carroll does not explicitly disclose (re. Claim 1) wherein 
identification codes by function are assigned to the plurality of data files and any desired 
identification code is specified at the terminal, whereby the formation condition of the 
distributed data is set. 

The Examiner considers these limitations as obvious in view of the current prior 
art by Ashby-Tagi-Carroll. However the Examiner is presenting prior art by Mikuni in an 
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effort to expedite the prosecution, pending further consideration of the Ashby-Tagi- 
Carroll prior art. 

Mikuni has overlapping disclosures with Ashby-Tagi-Carroll regarding selection 
of geographic data files for display. 

Mikuni disclosed (re. Claim 1 ) wherein the data distribution means responds to a 
formation condition set at a terminal to receive data distribution from said data 
distribution server and selects data files fitted for the formation condition from among 
the plurality of data files. (Mikuni-Figure 6, Column 2,' user must select the required 
piece of information to display among layers of information') 

Mikuni disclosed (re. Claim 1 ) wherein identification codes by function are 
assigned to the plurality of data files and any desired identification code is specified at 
the terminal, whereby the formation condition of the distributed data is set. (Mikuni- 
Figure 6,Column 2,' user must select the required piece of information to display among 
layers of information') 

It would have been well-known in the networking art to use a map name as 
disclosed by Mikuni, such that said map name is descriptive of the function that is 
desired and thus present an equivalent identification code by function. 

Ashby-Tagi-Carroll and Mikuni are analogous art because they present concepts 
and practices regarding the distribution and presentation of geographic data. At the 
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time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to 
combine Mikuni into Ashby-Tagi-Carroll. The motivation for said combination would 
have been provide a more efficient display process. (Mikuni-Column 2 Lines 40) 

Ashby-Tagi-Carroll-Mikuni disclosed (re. Claim 4) wherein the data files are files 
of data by function into which data concerning a map is divided by navigation 
function. (Ashby-Paragraph 55) 

Ashby-Tagi-Carroll-Mikuni disclosed (re. Claim 5) wherein a required function for 
navigation is specified at a navigation system of a terminal to set the formation condition 
of the distributed data. (Ashby-Paragraph 55) 

Ashby-Tagi-Carroll-Mikuni disclosed (re. Claim 6) wherein the data files are files 
of data by function of at least a display function, a locating function, a search function, 
and a route calculation function. (Ashby-abstract) 

Ashby-Tagi-Carroll-Mikuni disclosed (re. Claim 7) wherein the data files are files 
of data by function of at least a display function, a locating function, a search function, 
and a route calculation function. (Ashby-Paragraph 39) 

Claims 8,1 1.-12 are rejected on the same basis as Claims 1 ,4-7. 
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Ashby-Tagi-Carroll-Mikuni disclosed (re. Claim 13) wherein, when an update to 
the potential distributed data is performed, only a data file or data files, which are 
necessary to implement the update, are changed. (Carroll-Column 5 Lines 25-30) 

Carroll disclosed selecting a portion(s) of geographic information, manipulating 
said portion(s) separately, and re-integrating said portion(s) (Carroll-Column 6 Lines 35- 
40). It would be obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art that by when updating a 
portion on an individual basis, only that same portion will be required to implement an 
update. 

Claims 1 4-1 8 are rejected on the same basis as Claims 1 and 1 3. 

Ashby-Tagi-Carroll-Mikuni disclosed (re. Claim claims 17 and 18) where data 
files are selected (Carroll-Column 5 Lines 25-30, Mikuni-Figure 6, Column 2,' user must 
select the required piece of information to display among layers of information") and that 
the selected data files are combined into distributed data (Carroll-Column 6 Lines 35-40, 
Ashby- Paragraph 71 , 'data in each parcel are logically and/or physically grouped 
together*), in response to a request from a user terminal. (Carroll-Column 5 Lines 25-30, 
Mikuni-Figure 6,Column 2' user must select the required piece of information to display 
among layers of information') 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 08/09/2007 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

The Applicant presents the following argument(s) [in italics]: 
. . . Ashby does hot disclose or suggest that identification codes by function are 
assigned to the navigation functions, much less disclosing that any desired identification 
code is specified by the end-user, whereby a formation condition of the navigation 
functions desired. . . 

The Examiner considers these limitations as obvious in view of the current prior 
art by Ashby-Tagi-Carroll. However the Examiner is presenting prior art by Mikuni in an 
effort to expedite the prosecution, pending further consideration of the Ashby-Tagi- 
Carroll prior art. 

Mikuni has overlapping disclosures with Ashby-Tagi-Carroll regarding selection 
of geographic data files for display. 

Mikuni disclosed (re. Claim 1 ) wherein the data distribution means responds to a 
formation condition set at a terminal to receive data distribution from said data 
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distribution server and selects data files fitted for the formation condition from among 
the plurality of data files. (Mikuni-Figure 6, Column 2,' user must select the required 
piece of information to display among layers of information 1 ) 

Mikuni disclosed (re. Claim 1 ) wherein identification codes by function are 
assigned to the plurality of data files and any desired identification code is specified at 
the terminal, whereby the formation condition of the distributed data is set. (Mikuni- 
Figure 6, Column 2,' user must select the required piece of information to display among 
layers of information') 



Conclusion 



Examiner's Note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in 
the references applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. 
Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings of the art and are 
applied to specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures 
may apply as well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant in preparing 
responses, to fully consider the references in entirety as potentially teaching all or part 
of the claimed invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art 
or disclosed by the Examiner. 
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In the case of amending the claimed invention, Applicant is respectfully 
requested to indicate the portion(s) of the specification which dictate(s) the structure 
relied on for proper interpretation and also to verify and ascertain the metes and bounds 
of the claimed invention. 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Please refer to the enclosed PTO-892 form. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Greg Bengzon whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
3944. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon. thru Fri. 8 AM - 4:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William Vaughn can be reached on (571)272-3922. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Greg Ben&dr// 

Patent Examiner, AU 2144 



